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NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN THE OFFICIAL REPORTS 

 
California Rules of Court, rule 8.1115(a), prohibits courts and parties from citing or relying on opinions not certified for 
publication or ordered published, except as specified by rule 8.1115(b).  This opinion has not been certified for publication 
or ordered published for purposes of rule 8.1115. 

 

IN THE COURT OF APPEAL OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

 

SECOND APPELLATE DISTRICT 

 

DIVISION EIGHT 

 

 

THE PEOPLE, 

 

 Plaintiff and Respondent, 

 

 v. 

 

OSCAR O. SALAZAR, 

 

 Defendant and Appellant. 

 

      B208087 

 

      (Los Angeles County 

      Super. Ct. No. LA056093) 

 

  

 

APPEAL from a judgment of the Superior Court of Los Angeles County.  

Susan M. Speer, Judge.  Affirmed.  

 

Lenore De Vita, under appointment by the Court of Appeal, for Defendant and 

Appellant.  

 

No appearance for Plaintiff and Respondent. 

 

* * * * * * * 
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Appellant Oscar O. Salazar was charged with first degree residential burglary 

(count 1) and second degree burglary of a vehicle (count 2).  He had a jury trial.  The 

evidence showed that a car was entered and property was removed from it during the 

night while it was parked in the gated, enclosed parking garage of an apartment complex.  

Entry was made by popping out the passenger side window.  Appellant’s fingerprint was 

lifted from the inside top edge of that window.  The victim did not know appellant.   

 The jury found appellant guilty as charged.  He was sentenced simultaneously on 

this case and another case.  On this case, he received the upper term of six years in prison 

on count 1, with count 2 was stayed.  His appointed counsel filed a brief pursuant to 

People v. Wende (1979) 25 Cal.3d 436 (Wende), raising no issues.  He was notified that 

he could file his own brief and has not done so. 

 Having reviewed the entire record, we are satisfied that appellant’s attorney has 

fully complied with her responsibilities, and no arguable issues exist.  (Smith v. Robbins 

(2000) 528 U.S. 259, 276; People v. Kelly (2006) 40 Cal.4th 106, 123-124; Wende, supra, 

25 Cal.3d at p. 441.)  

DISPOSITION 

 The judgment is affirmed. 
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FLIER, J.  

 

We concur: 

 

 

  RUBIN, Acting P. J.     BIGELOW, J. 


